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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Applicants' arguments filed May 12, 2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
deemed to be persuasive. Rejections and/or objections not reiterated from previous office 
actions are hereby withdrawn. The following rejections and/or objections are either 
reiterated or newly applied. They constitute the complete set presently being applied to 
the instant application. 

2. Claims 22-42 are examined on the merits. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

4. Claims 22, 23, 28-30, 35-37, and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Park et al. (February 2001) (Park hereafter). 

5. This rejection is maintained with respect to claims 22, 23, 28-30, 35-37, and 42, as 
recited in the previous office action mailed February 09, 2006. Applicant arguments 
have been responded to as discussed below. 

6. In regard to claim 22, Park discloses a method of providing access to a resource of a 
computer (page 63, Figure 16), comprising: 

a. Receiving a request from a user to access the resource using a process (page 63, 
lines 19-23, and Figures 16 and 18); 
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b. Assessing data associated with the user stored in a memory in response to the 
received request (page 63, section 6.2), the data specifying one or more resources 
available to the process (page 65, Figure 18, step 7); and 

c. Providing the process with access to the resource if the accessed data specifies 
that the resource is available to the process (page 64, lines 1-8, and page 65, 
Figure 18, step 7). 

7. In regard to claim 23, the data stored in the memory comprises a process resource access 
table for the process and associated with the user, the process resource access table 
specifying an access right of the process to the resource (page 64, lines 1-8). 

8. In regard to claim 28, the computer is utilized by a plurality of users (page 63, section 
6.2), further comprising: 

a. Determining an identity of the user (page 63, section 6.2); and 

b. Identifying data stored in the memory specifying resources available to processes 
executed by the user having the determined identity (page 64, lines 1-8). 

9. In regard to claims 29, 30, 35-37, and 42, Park discloses the system and computer 
program product (pages 63-65) for implementing the above-cited method. 

RESPONSE TO ARGUMENT 

10. On pages 7-9, Applicant argues that Park et al. does not describe the claimed invention 
because the disclosure of Park et al. is directed to the resource that is available to "the 
role of the user", however, not to the process as claimed. Applicant's argument is not 
persuasive because the instant specification does not explicitly define the limitation of 
"process." Therefore, the limitation of process has been attributed with the customary 
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and ordinary meaning of a program or part of a program or a coherent sequence of steps 
undertaken by a program as appreciated by one of ordinary skill in the art. Park et al., as 
cited above, discloses a RBAC as processed and communicated between a role server, 
client browser, and web server (pages 42 and 43, Figures 2 and 3). The cited disclosure 
reasonably anticipates the argued limitation as appreciated by one of ordinary skill in the 
art. 

11. Claims 22-24, 27, 29-31, 34, 36-38, and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Trabelsi et al. (December 2001) (Trabelsi hereafter). 

12. It is noted that the rejection, as previously recited, had inadvertently stated that the claims 
are being rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e)(2). The statement of "rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e)(2)" was an inadvertent typographical error. The instant rejection of record is 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(a). The citation of the prior art remains identical to the previously 
cited prior art. 

13. This rejection is maintained with respect to claims 22-24, 27, 29-31, 34, 36-38, and 41, as 
recited in the previous office action mailed February 09, 2006. Applicant arguments 
have been responded to as discussed below. 

14. In regard to claim 22, Trabelsi discloses a method of providing access to a resource of a 
computer (page 2, paragraph ([0024]), comprising: 

a. Receiving a request from a user to access the resource using a process (page 2, 
paragraph ([0026]); 
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b. Assessing data associated with the user stored in a memory in response to the 
received request (page 2, paragraphs ([0027]-[0030], and page 3, paragraph 
[005 1]), the data specifying one or more resources available to the process (page 
3, paragraph [0043]); and 

c. Providing the process with access to the resource if the accessed data specifies 
that the resource is available to the process (page 2, paragraph [0036] and page 3, 
paragraph [0046]). 

15. In regard to claim 23, the data stored in the memory comprises a process resource access 
table for the process and associated with the user, the process resource access table 
specifying an access right of the process to the resource (Figures 2-4). 

16. In regard to claim 24, the process resource access table includes a directory path, and 
wherein the process has access rights to a resource designated by the directory path 
(Figures 2-4). 

17. In regard to claim 27, the resource of the computer comprises one or more resources from 
the set consisting of: a data file, an application file, a digital device (page 1, paragraph 
[0019] and [0020]), and access to functionality provided by a second process executing 
on the computer (pages 1-2, paragraph [0021] and [0022]). 

18. In regard to claims 29-31, 34, 36-38, and 41, Trabelsi discloses the system and computer 
program product (page 1, [0017]) for implementing the above-cited method. 

RESPONSE TO ARGUMENT 

19. On pages 9-10, Applicant argues that Trabelsi et al. does not describe the claimed 
invention because the disclosure of Trabelsi et al. is directed to the resource that is available 
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to "the role of the user", however, not to the "process" as claimed. Applicant's argument is 
not persuasive because the instant specification does not explicitly define the limitation of 
"process." Therefore, the limitation of process has been attributed with the customary and 
ordinary meaning of a program or part of a program or a coherent sequence of steps 
undertaken by a program as appreciated by one of ordinary skill in the art. Trabelsi et al., as 
cited above, discloses a method for controlling access by a requestor, defined by roles, to 
resources as processed and communicated between workstations, servers, routers, and 
specialized machines and gateways between networks (page 1, [0009], and [0017]). The 
cited disclosure reasonably anticipates the argued limitation as appreciated by one of skill in 
the art. 

CONCLUSION 

20. Claims 25, 26, 32, 33, 39, and 40 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

21. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

22. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until 
after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory 
period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 
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37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

23. Patent applicants with problems or questions regarding electronic images that can be 
viewed in the Patent Application Information Retrieval system (PAIR) can now contact the 
USPTO f s Patent Electronic Business Center (Patent EBC) for assistance. Representatives are 
available to answer your questions daily from 6 am to midnight (EST). The toll free number 
is (866) 217-9197. When calling please have your application serial or patent number, the 
type of document you are having an image problem with, the number of pages and the 
specific nature of the problem. The Patent Electronic Business Center will notify applicants 
of the resolution of the problem within 5-7 business days. Applicants can also check PAIR to 
confirm that the problem has been corrected. The USPTO's Patent Electronic Business 
Center is a complete service center supporting all patent business on the Internet. The 
USPTO f s PAIR system provides Internet-based access to patent application status and history 
information. It also enables applicants to view the scanned images of their own application 
file folder(s) as well as general patent information available to the public. 

24. For all other customer support, please call the USPTO Call Center (UCC) at 800-786- 
9199. The USPTO's official fax number is 571-272-8300. 

25. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to C. Dune Ly, whose telephone number is (571) 272-0716. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8 A.M. to 4 P.M. 
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26. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Tim Vo, can be reached on (571) 272-3642. 

C. Dune Ly / c^L-^ 
Patent Examiner 
7/18/06 




TIMVO 

SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 



